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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to tlie Applicant Election filed on May 1 , 2008. 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election with traverse of the Restriction Requirement in the reply filed 
on May 1 , 2008 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that no serious 
burden exists and that Groups I and II were of the same embodiment. This is not found 
persuasive because inventions I and II are related as process of making and product 
made. The inventions are distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1 ) 
that the process as claimed can be used to make another and materially different 
product or (2) that the product as claimed can be made by another and materially 
different process (MPEP § 806.05(f)). In the instant case the product as claimed can be 
made by another and materially different process as shown in the Restriction 
Requirement sent on April 1 , 2008. Also, Applicant points out that no serious burden 
exists due to an overlap in the two class/subclasses given for Groups I and II, however, 
this is not an indication of a lack of burden. The cited references which belong to both 
class/subclasses give is merely an indication of an overlap. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

2. Claims 14 - 17 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected method of manufacture, there being no 
allowable generic or linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) 
requirement in the reply filed on May 1 , 2008. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1 - 3, 6 - 7, 10 - 13, and 18 - 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Nozawa et al. (JP 2003-15548). 

5. In re claim 1, Nozawa et al. shows a flat panel display, comprising (Figure 3): 

• a gate line 33, a data line 31 and a power supply line 32 formed on an 
insulation substrate 52; 

• a pixel region defined by the gate line 33, the data line 31 and the power 
supply line 32 (also Figure 1); 

• and a pixel comprising a pixel electrode 19 arranged in the pixel region, the 
pixel electrode 19 being formed on the same layer as the power supply line 
32. 

6. In re claim 2, Nozawa et al. shows that the power supply line 32 being formed 
on a layer different from the gate line 33 and data line 31 (Figure 1 ). 

7. In re claim 3, Nozawa et al. teaches that the power supply line 32 and pixel 
electrode 19 both being formed of the same material (Figure 3). 

8. In re claim 6, Nozawa et al. teaches a flat panel display, comprising (Figure 3): 
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• a thin film transistor comprising source and drain electrodes 39A/1 9A, formed 
on an insulation substrate 52; 

• an insulation film 57 formed on the insulation substrate 52 and on the thin film 
transistor, the insulation film 57 being perforated by first and second contact 
holes exposing the source and drain electrodes 39A/19A respectively; 

• a pixel electrode 19 formed on the insulation film 57 and connected to one of 
the source and drain electrodes through one of the first and second contact 
holes; and 

• a power supply layer 32 formed on the insulation film and connected to the 
other one of the source and drain electrodes through the other one of the first 
and second contact holes. 

9. In re claim 7, Nozawa et al. teaches that the power supply layer 32 and pixel 
electrode 19 being formed of the same material (Figure 3). 

10. In re claim 10, Nozawa et al. teaches flat panel display, comprising (Figures 1 
and 3): 

• an insulation substrate 52 divided into a plurality of pixel regions and 
comprising a plurality of thin film transistors, each thin film transistor being 
arranged in corresponding ones of said plurality of pixel regions; 

• an insulation film 57 formed on the substrate 52; 

• a plurality of pixel electrodes 19 formed on the insulation film 57 and being 
electrically connected to corresponding ones of said plurality of thin film 
transistors 37 in corresponding ones of said plurality of pixel regions; and 
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• a power supply layer 32 formed on the insulation film 57 such that the power 
supply layer 32 is electrically separated from the plurality of pixel electrodes 
19, said power supply layer 32 being electrically connected to each of the 
plurality of thin film transistors 37 and supplying power to each of the plurality 
of thin film transistors 37. 

11. In re claim 1 1 , Nozawa et al. teaches that the power supply layer 32 being 
formed in a grid shape in which corresponding ones of said plurality of pixel electrodes 
19 being disposed in each grid (Figure 1). 

12. In re claim 12, Nozawa et al. teaches that the power supply layer 32 being 
formed in a line shape in which the power supply layer 32 is arranged between 
corresponding ones of said plurality of pixel electrodes 19, said power supply layer 32 
being arranged in one of a row or a column (Figure 1). 

13. In re claim 13, Nozawa et al. teaches that the power supply layer 32 having a 
surface electrode shape in which the power supply layer 32 is formed on a whole 
surface of the substrate 52 and being electrically separated from each of the plurality of 
pixel electrodes 19 (Figure 1). 

14. In re claim 18, Nozawa et al. teaches that a gate line 33, a data line 31 and the 
power supply line 32 are formed on the insulating substrate 52; the gate line 33 and 
data line 31 being formed on a layer different from the power supply layer 32 (Figure 1 ). 
It should be noted that this is a product-by-process claim. It has been held that "[E]ven 
though product-by-process claims are limited by and defined by the process, 
determination of patentability is based on the product itself. The patentability of a 
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product does not depend on its method of production. If the product in the product-by- 
process claim is the same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is 
unpatentable even thought he prior product was made by a different process" (In re 
Thorpe, 227 USPQ 964, 966, 1985, also MPEP § 21 13). 

15. In re claim 19, Nozawa et al. teaches that the power supply line 32 and pixel 
electrode 19 both being formed of the same material (Figure 3). It should be noted that 
this is a product-by-process claim. It has been held that "[E]ven though product-by- 
process claims are limited by and defined by the process, determination of patentability 
is based on the product itself. The patentability of a product does not depend on its 
method of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the same as or 
obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even thought he prior 
product was made by a different process" (In re Thorpe, 227 USPQ 964, 966, 1985, 
also MPEP §2113). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 7. Claims 4 - 5, 8 - 9 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nozawa et al. in view of Koyama (US PGPub 2003/01 17083). 
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18. In re claims 4 - 5, 8 - 9, and 20, Nozawa et al. does not teach that electrode 1 9 
is made from a material meeting the claimed characteristics, however, Koyama et al. 
teaches that electrode 49 can be gold (Figure 4). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use gold for a pixel 
electrode since doing so would allow for one to make a top emitting device such as 
shown by Koyama. Gold has low resistivity and high reflectivity. It should be noted 
that claim 20 is a product-by-process claim. It has been held that "[E]ven though 
product-by-process claims are limited by and defined by the process, determination of 
patentability is based on the product itself. The patentability of a product does not 
depend on its method of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is 
the same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even 
thought he prior product was made by a different process" (In re Thorpe, 227 USPQ 
964, 966, 1985, also MPEP § 2113). 



Conclusion 

1 9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Inukai (US Patent 7,230,591), Yamazaki et al. (US Patent 
6,825,496), and Anzai (US Patent 6,798,405) teach light emitting devices that are 
powered through thin film transistors. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SUN M. KIM whose telephone number is (571)270- 
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1431 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 10:30 am - 8:00 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Whitehead, Jr. can be reached on (571) 272-1702. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated Information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Carl Whitehead Jr./ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2813 
/SMK/ 7/21/08 



